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Fig. 1. Adjustment of locations of groundwater divide for sensitivity analysis(CASE A).
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Fig. 2. Sensitivity of water balance to each CASE.
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Fig. 4. Models for analyzing sensitivity of streams specified with constant head boundaries;

small tributaries are consecutively eliminated from the existing model(CASE B).
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Fig. 5. Change of water levels caused by eliminating small tributaries which is specified
with constant head boundaries in the existing model.
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Fig. 6. Adjustment of configurations of the bedrock aquifer(layer 4) for sensitivity

analysis.

ynal
I
13t

S
tH
T
:)

—— — g
Fig. 7. Change of water levels with adjusting configurations of the bedrock aquifer
(CASE C-1 and CASE C-2).
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Fig. 8. Comparison of water levels of simplified 2~-D model to the existing 4-layered 3-D

model.
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